
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 9 November 2004] 

 p7689b-7694a 
Dr Judy Edwards; Deputy Speaker; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Bernie Masters; Mr John Bradshaw 

 [1] 

STATE FORESTS NOS 14, 20, 21, 26, 30, 33, 35, 38, 39, 58 AND 65 
Partial Revocation of Dedication - Motion 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment) [3.13 pm]:  I move - 

That the proposal for the partial revocation of state forests Nos 14, 20, 21, 26, 30, 33, 35, 38, 39, 58 and 
65 laid on the Table of the Legislative Assembly on 28 October 2004 by command of His Excellency 
the Governor be carried out. 

The state forest revocation motion that was tabled in this House in the last sitting week proposes to partially 
revoke the dedication of 11 state forests.  There are 12 distinct proposals that have a combined area of about 
67.9 hectares.  I will briefly outline the background to this motion. 

For several decades, from the formation of the Forests Department in 1918 through to its amalgamation into the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management in 1985 and beyond, the procedure for taking land out of 
state forest solely for road purposes did not involve parliamentary approval.  However, the situation changed 
with the proclamation of the Land Administration Act.  Shortly after the proclamation of that Act in 1998, the 
former Department of Land Administration advised that the longstanding practice of resuming roads from state 
forest as an administrative process using the provisions of the Public Works Act or the Local Government Act 
could no longer occur, and that parliamentary approval would henceforth be required to excise a proposed road 
from state forest.   

Most of the 12 proposals in this motion relate to requests from the relevant shire for the formal dedication, 
realignment or widening of existing roads.  The excision of such roads will not involve any further clearing.  It 
will simply regularise the situation that already exists on the ground.  There are many examples of roads having 
been built in state forest outside the formal survey provided for them.  The reasons for this vary, but often the 
formal survey may not be the most practical alignment when it comes to actually building a road.  If the 
proposed excisions go ahead, some unconstructed roads and an area of unallocated crown land will be added to 
the estate managed by CALM.  The total area in that regard is about 12.4 hectares.  For ease of identification, the 
12 areas have been numbered.  Areas Nos 1 to 3 relate to Main Roads proposals, while areas Nos 4 to 12 concern 
shire road proposals. 

Area No 1 relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 21 of about 1.9 hectares situated approximately 
two kilometres north of Kirup.  This area is required to formally widen a 2.5-kilometre section of South Western 
Highway to cater for northbound and southbound overtaking lanes constructed earlier in the year.  The portion of 
state forest No 21 affected by this proposal is identified as a forest conservation area - ID No 124 known as 
Mullalyup - in the “Forest management plan 2004-2013”.   

Prior to proceeding with this project, Main Roads WA prepared an environmental impact assessment and 
environmental management plan for the proposed works.  This document was developed in close consultation 
with CALM.  No flora, fauna or heritage issues were identified in the EIA and EMP.  The Conservation 
Commission of WA has endorsed the proposed excision from state forest No 21, and in so doing noted that an 
offset package is not required in this instance because the roadworks would result in a positive community 
outcome, with no commercial gain. 

Area No 2 concerns the proposed excision from state forest No 38 of an area of about 8.45 hectares situated 
approximately 20 kilometres south east of Manjimup.  This area is required to realign and widen a 3.5-kilometre 
section of Muirs Highway.  Main Roads WA is planning a major upgrade of a narrow section of Muirs Highway 
between Nyamup and Strachan.  The proposed upgrade involves an increase in the width of the highway and 
several realignments that are designed to improve road safety by removing some dangerous bends.  This 
proposal will have two separate impacts on adjacent state forest.  In addition to the excision of a total area of 
about 8.45 hectares for the road upgrade, Main Roads also requires access to a nearby gravel pit.  Contingent 
upon the realignment proceeding, some portions of the existing road reserve for the highway will be rehabilitated 
and then added to state forest No 38.  The area of potential gain in that regard is about 4.25 hectares.   

Main Roads has prepared an environmental impact assessment and environmental management plan for the 
proposed roadworks, and a pit management plan in connection with the gravel pit.  CALM is satisfied that these 
documents address all the environmental impacts of the proposed works. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members on my left and the member for Cockburn, the level of conversation in the 
Chamber is making it quite difficult for Hansard, me and others who are interested to hear the minister.  
Therefore, if those members want to have a conversation, they should do it outside.  The minister has the call. 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  The EIA and EMP set out how Main Roads, with advice from the Department of 
Environment and CALM, has completed all the necessary assessments of rare flora, dieback and heritage values, 
and state that there are no impediments in any of these areas to the project going ahead.  The area to be cleared is 
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a jarrah-marri forest, which is well represented in the region.  During clearing and subsequent road construction, 
CALM will liaise with Main Roads to ensure that appropriate management measures are observed to minimise 
the impact on the adjoining forest areas.  Similarly, CALM will ensure that the gravel extraction operations and 
ultimate rehabilitation of the pit follow the prescriptions laid down in the PMP.  The Conservation Commission 
of WA has endorsed the proposed excision from state forest No 38.  There is some urgency to finalise this 
excision because Main Roads plans to carry out the proposed upgrading of Muirs Highway during the coming 
summer. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  If members want to have a conversation, they should do it outside; otherwise, they 
should show courtesy to the minister on her feet.   
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  Area No 3 involves the proposed excision of several small portions of state forest Nos 35 
and 58 associated with the widening and realignment of part of Vasse Highway south of Nannup.  The total area 
required from state forest No 35 is 2.4711 hectares, whilst the total area required from state forest No 58 is 
10.7531 hectares.  As a partial offset, two portions of superfluous road reserve - with a combined area of 2.6439 
hectares - are to be added to the estate managed by CALM.  The clearing and roadworks actually occurred in the 
mid 1990s but the necessary survey plans that are required to finalise the excisions were only recently received.  
The former Lands and Forest Commission endorsed this proposal in 1994.  It was endorsed by the Conservation 
Commission of Western Australia on 13 September 2004.  The areas earmarked for excision are adjacent to 
several proposed national parks in the “Forest management plan 2004-2013” - ID Nos 162, 163, 172 and 173; 
Hilliger, Milyeannup and Easter respectively.   

All the remaining proposals relate to existing shire roads.  The proposed excisions are therefore intended to 
formalise what is already in place on the ground.  All these proposals were endorsed by the Conservation 
Commission of WA on 13 September 2004.  

Area No 4 involves the proposed excision of several portions of state forest No 14 to - 
(a) realign part of Nanga Brook Road; 
(b) dedicate part of Nanga Brook Road; and 
(c) provide dedicated access off Nanga Brook Road to Murray location 183. 

Item (a) has a total area of 3.24 hectares and is situated approximately seven kilometres east of Waroona.  This 
realignment was completed several years ago.  Contingent upon the excision proceeding, two portions of the 
existing road reserve are to be closed and added to state forest No 14.  The proposed additions have a combined 
area of 2.4578 hectares.  Item (b) has a total area of 31.0992 hectares situated approximately 8-14 kilometres east 
of Waroona.  This section of Nanga Brook Road was constructed several years ago by Alcoa to facilitate mining 
operations in the Orion area.  It is mostly a sealed bitumen surface.  The road also offers a tourism benefit in 
providing a good quality access link from Waroona to the Lane Poole Reserve and then on to Dwellingup further 
to the north.  Associated with this proposal, some portions of existing road reserve are to be closed and added to 
state forest No 14.  These potential additions to the forest estate have a total area of about 1.7 hectares.  Item (c) 
is an area of 1.2732 hectares situated approximately eight kilometres east of Waroona.  The road in question has 
been the main access to Murray location 183 for some decades.  Its dedication will allow a planned subdivision 
of Murray location 183 to proceed.  A benefit of the proposed subdivision is that it will result in a conservation 
covenant being placed over about 38 hectares of uncleared land in the north east corner of the property.   

Area No 5 relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 20 of an area of 0.3429 hectares situated next to 
the southern boundary of North Greenbushes.  This area is required to regularise a realignment of part of 
Greenbushes-Grimwade Road.  Linked with this proposal, 0.9599 hectares of unallocated crown land is 
earmarked to be added to state forest No 20.   

Area No 6 concerns the proposed excision from state forest No 21 of an area of 0.3872 hectares situated 
approximately four kilometres north west of Kirup.  This area is required to dedicate Boronia Road and thereby 
provide formal access to Wellington location 1901. 

Area No 7 involves the proposed excision from state forest No 21 of an area of 0.0422 hectares situated 
approximately six kilometres north west of Kirup.  This area is required to dedicate Bickley Road and thereby 
provide formal access to Wellington location 2084.  The portions of state forest No 21 involved with areas Nos 6 
and 7 fall within a proposed forest conservation area - ID No 123 known as Ryall - in the “Forest management 
plan 2004-2013”. 

Area No 8 relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 26 of an area of 0.2144 hectares situated 
approximately 16 kilometres south east of Collie.  This area is required to formally realign part of Oxley Road.  
The actual roadworks occurred in 1997.  Linked with this proposal, part of the existing survey for Oxley Road is 
to be closed and added to state forest No 26.  The area to be gained in that regard is 0.3575 hectares.   
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Area No 9 involves the proposed excision from state forest No 30 of an area of 3.3646 hectares situated 
approximately four kilometres north east of Bridgetown.  This area is required to dedicate Warner Street and 
thereby provide formal access to Nelson location 1997.  The portion of state forest No 30 involved falls within a 
proposed conservation park - ID No 137 known as Hester west - in the “Forest management plan 2004-2013”. 

Area No 10 concerns the proposed excision from state forest No 33 of an area of 0.4146 hectares situated 
approximately five kilometres west of Nannup.  This area is required to dedicate Bickerton Close and thereby 
provide formal access to Nelson locations 6411 and 6412. 

Area No 11 relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 39 of an area of 0.0678 hectares situated 
approximately four kilometres south west of Pemberton.  This area is required to formally widen part of 
Pemberton-Northcliffe Road. 

Area No 12 involves the proposed excision from state forest No 65 of an area of 3.8956 hectares situated 
approximately 19 kilometres west of Gingin.  This area is required to formally extend Quin Road.   

I recommend this revocation proposal to the House and ask for the support of members. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [3.28 pm]:  The coalition will support the motion.  However, the 
minister gave notice of this motion on 28 October and the minister’s office e-mailed this speech to my office on 
Friday, which hardly gives us time, as Her Majesty’s Opposition, to properly analyse the merits of these 
revocations.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  My office has tried to contact the member for Merredin.  I had initiated contact immediately 
we tabled the relevant documents.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I accept the minister’s explanation.  A similar e-mail to that which was sent to me was sent 
to the member for Merredin.  The Opposition will agree to the motion.  I expect that many more excisions and 
revocations will be required in Western Australia to give access to private property that will have been surveyed 
over many decades but have not yet been formalised.   

This approach seems to be pretty symptomatic of the way in which the Government operates, whether it be in 
relation to national parks and the information we received late on national parks, or whether it be in relation to 
these revocations and proposed changes to portions of state forest.  These are very important matters.  The fact 
that the member for Merredin is not present today is really neither here nor there.  Every member of this 
Parliament is allowed to discuss and debate any matter that comes before the House.  I think this House probably 
needs to do it a little more often and with a little more investigative thought, because as far as I can see, the 
motion contains a number of matters that affect my constituents in Warren-Blackwood.  Many of those things 
will be good things.  However, we do not know whether the Government has consulted with the community and 
local government.  The minister has said nothing about that in the motion.  It is only fair that members of the 
Opposition and the people of Western Australia should be able to scrutinise not only legislation but also motions 
that come before this House.   

We certainly will be supporting the motion, but a common thread that seems to be running through the minister’s 
portfolio is that people have not been consulted to the full extent and that we have received information only at 
the last minute.  Some of these proposals could have major ramifications for some landholders.  I am sure they 
would like us to raise those matters in this place, but we will have been precluded from doing so because of the 
late arrival of the information.   

I do welcome a number of aspects, particularly some of the excisions relating to the South Western Highway.  I 
will not go through the minister’s speech, because obviously the notes that I have replicate part of what the 
minister has said, but certainly the change to the South Western Highway near Kirup is a good idea.  The 
proposed excision relates to an area of state forest No 21 of about 1.9 hectares situated approximately two 
kilometres north of Kirup.  This area is required to formally widen a 2.5 metre section of South Western 
Highway.  I think that road has already been built.  Was that road built without first obtaining the proper 
excision? 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  Yes.  Some of these roads were built in the 1990s. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  So some of them are already in place?   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  Yes. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I accept the minister’s explanation.  However, I would have thought that if the Government 
were running the business of state properly, it would have excised those areas first. 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  I would have thought your Government would have done that! 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Okay - fair bump!   
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That is a good proposal.  That piece of road is certainly well used.  However, it is a shame it was not built as a 
dual carriageway rather than two lanes going south and only one and a half lanes going north.  I mentioned last 
week in this place that the road stops short of the next creek, because obviously the Government does not have 
enough money to build a bridge.  However, we live in hope. 

Area No 2 concerns the proposed excision from state forest No 38 of an area of about 8.45 hectares situated 
approximately 20 kilometres south east of Manjimup.  This area is required to realign and widen a 3.5-kilometre 
section of Muirs Highway.  Muirs Highway has been an ongoing saga.  For many years successive Governments 
have promised to upgrade it.  I understand that Main Roads Western Australia undertook some kind of joint 
venture with the local shire by which the local shire would undertake and pay for the capital works but would 
end up owning the road.  I wonder whether the ratepayers of Manjimup and surrounding districts realise that in 
20 years they will need to resurface that road at their own expense, although I expect it will attract some state or 
commonwealth moneys because it is part of national highway No 1.  There have been a number of traffic 
accidents and deaths on Muirs Highway.  It is the major east-west route in the lower south west.  It carries a 
great deal of freight traffic, including woodchips and agricultural products, and a large number of school buses 
as well, through the Nyamup-Tone area.  It is interesting that all the straight sections of road have been 
beautifully bituminised and widened, but all the corners, at which many accidents have occurred, are still there.  
That road has been surveyed many times, particularly the dangerous bend near Kurt and Dick von Hoffe’s place 
on the Tone River.  It is a switchback corner that has been a deathtrap for many years.  However, at least this 
proposal is a step in the right direction, because it means that that section of Muirs Highway will be upgraded.  I 
ask the minister to explain whether this excision is a retrospective arrangement or whether it is for a future road.  
This section of road has been surveyed at least four times.  It is probably the most surveyed piece of road 
between Manjimup and Mt Barker.  The remaining proposals in area No 2 are for the purpose of clearing for 
road construction, and also for bridge approaches.   

Area No 3 involves the proposed excision of state forests Nos 35 and 83, which is associated with the widening 
and realignment of part of Vasse Highway south of Nannup.  Vasse Highway through the shire of Manjimup and 
as far as Carey Brook is in good condition, and so too is the next section of about 15-odd kilometres.  However, 
after that, there are a number of bad corners and areas that need to be widened to make that road safe.  That road 
is in a reasonable condition, mainly as a result of the mining industry.  The proposal in the early days of Beenup 
and Jangardup was that the mineral sands traffic would be directed through Nannup and along Vasse Highway, 
and Vasse Highway was widened to cater for that traffic.  The proposed widening and realignment of part of 
Vasse Highway is a step in the right direction, and I am sure the local people and the local shire will be happy 
about that.   

The remaining proposed excisions relate to existing shire roads and are intended to formalise what is already in 
place on the ground.  They were endorsed by the Conservation Commission of Western Australia on 13 
September, as the minister has mentioned.  Area No 4 involves the proposed excision of several portions of state 
forest No 14 for the realignment and dedication of parts of Nanga Brook Road.  Area No 5 relates to the 
proposed excision of state forest No 20, an area of 0.3429 hectares situated next to the southern boundary of 
North Greenbushes.  This area is required to realign part of Greenbushes-Grimwade Road.  Many surveyed roads 
still exist.  The current roads are not built according to the survey.  That occurs around the State.  Those roads 
need to be formalised from the point of view of liability issues for the people who use those roads.  Area No 6 
relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 21.  This area is required to dedicate Boronia Road and 
thereby provide formal access to Wellington location 1901.  Area No 7 relates to the proposed excision from 
state forest No 21 of an area of 0.0422 hectares situated approximately six kilometres north west of Kirup.  This 
area is required to dedicate Bickley Road, and thereby provide formal access to Wellington location 2084.  Area 
No 8 relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 26 of an area of 0.2144 hectares situated 
approximately 16 kilometres south east of Collie.  Area No 9 relates to the proposed excision from state forest 
No 30 of 3.3646 hectares situated approximately four kilometres north east of Bridgetown.  Area No 10 concerns 
the proposed excision from state forest No 33 of an area of 0.4146 hectares situated approximately five 
kilometres west of Nannup.  Area No 11 relates to the proposed excision from state forest No 39 of 0.0678 
hectares situated approximately four kilometres south west of Pemberton.  This area is required to widen part of 
Pemberton-Northcliffe Road.  Pemberton-Northcliffe Road was reconstructed in a joint venture by Main Roads 
and the local shire at least 20 years ago.  That road requires work.  It is frequented by school buses that deliver 
children from Northcliffe to not only the senior high school, but also the primary schools in Manjimup.  The 
large number of corners and overhanging trees is a danger to those school buses.  The school bus drivers have 
been to see me on a number of occasions about that issue.  More work needs to be done on Pemberton-
Northcliffe Road if traffic accidents are to be avoided.  I will be raising this issue, and a number of other issues, 
with Main Roads in the next few weeks.  Area No 12 involves the proposed excision from state forest No 65 of 
an area of 3.8956 hectares 19 kilometres west of Gingin.  This area is required to formally extend Quin Road.   
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We are happy for those excisions to take place.  I ask the minister to look around her department, and also Main 
Roads and the Department for Planning and Infrastructure, to ensure that all our roads are properly gazetted and 
that land that needs to be resumed is resumed in the interests of public safety and public liability for the residents 
of Western Australia.  I support the motion, but I remind the minister that in order to do our job properly we 
need to have more advanced knowledge of these proposals so that we can check them and make sure the public 
has been consulted and that any issues that need to be resolved are resolved before the matter comes into the 
Parliament.  

MR B.K. MASTERS (Vasse) [3.40 pm]:  I support this motion and make the initial comment that this is a very 
mechanical motion that seeks to establish, in law, the presence of some road reserves that will allow existing 
roads to be legally created and some roads to be constructed that need the authority of this revocation of state 
forest areas before they go ahead.  I will briefly touch upon a number of issues.  Firstly, it appears from the 
minister’s speech that some of the roads have been constructed and some have yet to be constructed.  In relation 
to those roads that have not yet been constructed, I seek the minister’s advice on the use to which the timber on 
those roads, if any, will be put.  In other words, if there is millable timber on those roads, will it be used by the 
Forest Products Commission and therefore made available for milling of various sorts, or will it be simply put 
into a stack and burnt?  I hope it is not the latter.  I also point out to the minister that because I drive along the 
Old Coast Road between Bunbury and Mandurah fairly regularly, I have noted that when certain dead tuart trees 
were taken down recently by Main Roads contractors, they were cut into pieces 30 to 40 centimetres long.  I do 
not exaggerate by saying that towards the end of the day, when the contractors were waiting to pack up and go 
home, people in utilities and other vehicles were waiting to help themselves to the timber that had been cut into 
those usable lengths, which would make very good firewood.  There seems to be a keen public demand for any 
timber that might be cut down as part of road widening or road safety works.  I again emphasise that I would 
hate to see any timber that is cut down as a result of any of the road construction projects that are contingent 
upon the passage of this motion being burnt and therefore wasted; that is, being burnt on the roadside.  I do not 
have a problem with it being burnt in someone’s fire or whatever. 

Secondly, some of these roads are very important and therefore some of the upgrades that have been talked about 
are also important.  In particular, I am familiar with areas 1, 2 and 3.  I note the comment by both the minister 
and the member for Warren-Blackwood that the area 1 road, which is the South Western Highway, appears to 
have already been constructed.  However, both roads in areas 2 and 3 - Muirs Highway and Vasse Highway - 
have some very dangerous and unacceptable standards in the areas that are subject to this motion.  I commend 
the Government for taking the necessary action to have these roads constructed as a priority, if that is the 
intention of this motion. 

Finally, I was pleased to hear the minister say that one road was needed to give Main Roads access to a gravel 
pit.  This raises the issue of mining in areas of high conservation value and the ability of the mining industry to 
rehabilitate after mining.  This is only a peripheral point, but nonetheless I make it: gravel extraction is mining.  
When Main Roads goes into an area of state forest, presumably an area of at least moderate conservation values, 
and in a reasonably unconstrained way gains permission to mine the gravel resources located there in the 
expectation that the area will then be rehabilitated, it is a good precedent that needs to be repeated or referred to 
a number of times, if that is possible, by different members in this place.  It is a reminder to everyone that in this 
modern world we cannot do without natural resources, be they minerals, gravel or other industrial materials.  I do 
not know whether the Government has changed its policy about mining in national parks and nature reserves, but 
the fact that it has allowed mining, albeit in this case described as gravel extraction, to occur in an area of state 
forest in the expectation that the area of state forest will be rehabilitated indicates that, in principle, the 
community should be prepared to listen to any proposal to explore or mine in any other area of high conservation 
value, including national parks and nature reserves. 

I support this motion.  I have one question about the use of any timber, be it millable timber or firewood timber, 
that might be generated following the clearing of some of the roads to be constructed should this motion allow 
road construction to occur. 

MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [3.45 pm]:  I also support this motion.  Only today I heard of the 
contents of this motion, but over the past two or three years I have been in contact with Frank Wood from 
Waroona, who has been trying to subdivide his property.  Frank is one of those unique people who wants to split 
his property to put a conservation covenant on part of the land that has not been cleared and keep it forever as a 
conservation area.  One of the problems has been road access.  Even though some roads do exist and have been 
used, the subdivision has not been allowed to proceed until authorised access is provided.  This motion will give 
access to the property.  Therefore, it is very important that it is passed as quickly as possible, because for many 
years Frank Wood has been attempting to subdivide his property but he has been frustrated at various stages 
when dealing with different bureaucracies.  At times he received cooperation and at other times the matter 
seemed to sit on tables in offices and not progress.  I did try to contact the minister’s office to speak with the 
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person dealing with this motion to see how it was going to be handled, but in the end I did not make contact.  
Some of that may have been my fault and some of it the fault of those in the minister’s office.  Even though I 
have been in this place for nearly 22 years, I was not sure how this motion would be dealt with.  I would 
appreciate it if this matter could be expedited and passed this year.  I ask the minister to speak to the Leader of 
the House in the Legislative Council and I will speak with the Leader of the Opposition to see whether the matter 
can be expedited.  This is not a controversial motion and I think most people will be happy with it.  If this motion 
is expedited, Frank will be over the moon, because he wants to get it off his plate and get on with his life.  I 
support the motion and hope that it is passed by both Houses this year. 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands - Minister for the Environment) [3.48 pm]:  Firstly, I apologise if there has 
been any oversight in contacting members.  My office was instructed to contact the member for Merredin on 28 
October.  I have a trail of e-mails.  I now understand that the member for Merredin was on leave, but we also 
tried to contact the office of the member for Warren-Blackwood.  If that was late in the piece, I apologise. 

I thank members for their support.  There is some urgency in a number of cases, but I have some sympathy for 
Mr Wood, who was referred to by the member for Murray-Wellington.  He is in quite a difficult position; 
therefore, if this motion is passed by both Houses of Parliament it will be a very good outcome for him.  The 
member for Vasse asked questions about millable timber.  Only one area will generate millable timber, because 
area 1 was done earlier this year and area 3 was done in the mid-1990s.  They are the Main Roads proposals.  
Area 2, like area 1, is subject to an environmental management plan and an environmental impact assessment.  I 
will double check, but I am confident that the wood would go through the Forest Products Commission.  The 
Government is trying to ensure that that increasingly occurs.  A Main Roads road is easier to deal with than are 
other roads.  Already constructed local government roads are the other roads involved.  I thank members for their 
support for this measure.  I will ensure that in future members receive earlier notification on these matters, and I 
look forward to the transmission of this measure to the other Chamber.   

Question put and passed. 

Request for Council’s Concurrence 
On motion by Dr J.M. Edwards (Minister for the Environment), resolved - 

That the resolution be transmitted to the Council and its concurrence desired therein. 
 


